We investigate the reasons why some people, and some countries, place greater or lesser emphasis on the idea that membership of a nation is tied to ancestry. We test the influence of two key factorseconomic development and ethnic division. Economic development is strongly associated with support for the ancestry criterion of national membership. Those who are more economically secure, who grew up in wealthier nations, or live in a wealthier nation currently, are less likely to emphasise ancestry as an important factor in national identity. Those who have grown up since mass immigration to a country begun are also less likely to emphasise ancestry. However, we find no evidence that historical conditions are correlated with current national identity beliefs.
Introduction

1.1
Since the pioneering work of Meinecke (1907) and Kohn (1944) , conceptions of national identity have been divided into two ideal types: ethnic identity, where membership of the nation is broadly believed to be based on a shared cultural heritage, and civic identity, where membership is instead primarily a matter of loyalty to the political institutions of the nation. While empirical analysis has confirmed that the distribution of beliefs about national identity does not conform to the clear distinctions drawn by early theorists, individuals in nearly all societies do differentiate between "civic" ideas of national group membership, which emphasise such factors as loyalty to the state and respect for its institutions, and "ethnic" ideas such as birth and ancestry (Smith and Jones, 2001a; Hjerm, 2003; Reeskens and Hooghe, 2010) . Some individuals, and some societies, clearly do place more emphasis on ethnic ideas of national membership than others. Moreover, a growing body of research suggests these differences have important implications, with ethnic nationalism at individual and national level predicting hostility towards immigrants and minority groups (Hjerm, 1998; Heath and Tilley, 2005) .
1.2
The central question we therefore seek to investigate is: why do some countries, and some individuals, place greater emphasis on ethnic nationalism than others? Mindful of the differences between nations in the interpretation of nationalist ideas (Reeskens and Hooghe, 2010) we focus on the item which comparative research reveals is most strongly associated with ethnic nationalism in all countries: the belief that ancestry is an important measure of national group membership. We test hypotheses operating at three different levels, and of two different types, one concerning economic development and one ethnic division. At the individual level, we test hypotheses concerning the impact of education, social class and immigrant status. The common argument linking all three is that factors which make an individual more economically secure and accepting of diversity will be associated with reduced emphasis on an ethnic national identity. At the cohort level, we test the idea that the economic and social conditions prevalent during the "socialisation period" of early adulthood have a lasting impact on national identity beliefs, with those coming of age in poorer or more ethnically homogenous conditions retaining a greater attachment to ethnic forms of national identity. At the national level, we test four key comparative hypotheses: we expect ethnic identity to be more prevalent in countries that are relatively poor; in more ethnically homogenous societies, even after controlling for the different beliefs of ethnic minorities themselves; in countries that were rich when they first became independent nations; and in countries that emerged by a process of ethnic secession, particularly if that process was violent.
Civic and ethnic nationalism
2.1 Two ideal types of national identity are generally conceived in the literature. On the one hand, a territorial or civic identity, thought to have developed first in the unified and industrialising nation states of the Atlantic coast, in particular Britain and France, during the 19th century (Kohn 1944; Hobsbawm 1990 ; although see Colley 1996 for a different perspective). Civic identity focuses upon the political aspects of national identity, where national identity is thought of as a matter of living within a nation's borders, possessing its citizenship and obeying its laws. All those who live within a nation are thought of as equally its citizens, regardless of their culture or background; identity is thus a choice, it can be acquired by anyone regardless of ancestry and background.
2.2
The second is ethnic, cultural or particularistic nationalism, [1] which argues that political allegiance and legal citizenship are not sufficient for membership of the national group. To be a "true" member of the nation an individual must also have deep roots in the nation's society and culture. As Walker Connor has argued, a common belief in shared ancestry is central to this idea of national identity: "One answer, then, to the often asked question 'What is a nation?' is that it is a group of people who feel they are ancestrally related. It is the largest group that can command a person's loyalty because of felt kinship ties; it is, from this perspective, the fully extended family" (Connor 1994:202) 2.3 Ethnic nationalism has generally been held in low esteem by liberal theorists. It has been variously described as "excessive and militant" (Kohn 1944, p24) ; an "illiberal and belligerent doctrine" (Miller 1995, p8); and "exclusivist, xenophobic, expansionist and oppressive" (Guibernau 1996, pp51-7) . The main reason so many theorists have taken a negative view of ethnic nationalism has been its perceived association with intolerance in various forms. Ethnic nationalism has been associated with militant violence within and between states (Brubaker and Laitin 1998) and with extreme right political movements which mobilise hostility to both historic minorities such as Hungarians in Romania and Slovakia and to the new migrant minorities who have settled in most Western societies in recent decades (Mudde 2007) . These extreme right groups make frequent use of ethnic nationalist themes to argue that minority groups are an alien threat to the national culture, and that the interests of the (ethnic) nationals should be put before those of alien minorities.
2.4
The degree to which a nation, or significant portions of a nation's citizens, emphasises ancestry and cultural heritage as a necessary condition for membership of the national group is thus likely to have important social consequences, in particular relating to the treatment of migrants and minorities. As most ethnic nationals would regard such migrants, or even their children, as resident aliens rather than true nationals, they may feel disinclined to grant them political rights or social welfare benefits, which they may prefer to reserve for those they regard as their kinsmen. They may also become alarmed if the immigrant descended population grows rapidly, regarding it as a threat to the ethnic national culture. Immigrant minorities may therefore face greater difficulty gaining acceptance from others, greater discrimination in employment markets and greater hostility in everyday life (Hjerm 1998; Ivarsflaten 2005) .
2.5
Several empirical studies have attempted to operationalise these concepts of civic and ethnic nationalism using survey data and test their prevalence among mass publics. Jones and Smith (2001a,b) demonstrated that responses to a battery of eight questions about national identity asked by the International Social Survey Programme tend to cluster into two broadly "civic" and "ethnic" factors in most of the nations which had fielded the module. Kunovich (2009) identifies a similar pattern, but notes that the main distinction appears to be between "civic" nationalists who only emphasise civic criteria, and "pluralist" nationalists who additionally emphasise ethnic criteria. Shulman (2002) has shown similar evidence of overlap between civic and ethnic ideas, with considerable support for ethnic ideas exists in the supposedly more civic Western European nations, and widespread support for civic nationalist ideas in the supposedly more ethnic nations of Eastern Europe (see also Bjorklund 2006). Reeskens and Hooghe (2010) have argued that these recent analyses have relied too heavily on factors derived from the aggregate cross-national data, which may not be robust to individual nations. They note that while the civic/ethnic divide has clear support in the overall data, there is considerable variation in how citizens of different countries think about these concepts. For example, respondents in Israel and Poland place a greater emphasis on religion as a measure of "ethnic" identity, while Irish respondents place less emphasis on language. The authors conclude that comparative analysis based upon individual and national scores on each of the two dimensions of nationality is not robustly grounded in the data and is likely to be misleading. There are simply too many deep-rooted differences in the way different nations combine the various components of the "civic" and "ethnic" identity concepts. They suggest researchers should focus instead on those items which are most invariant across nations. In particular, they note a strong consensus across the nations in their sample that ancestry and descent are an essential part of "ethnic" identity and that a commitment to upholding the nation's laws is an essential part of "civic" identity. Table 1 , we show a simple cross-tabulation of these two core items. It is clear from this table that contrasting pure ethnic nationalism with pure civic nationalism is not really feasible, for the simple reason that almost all of our cross national sample saw the core civic item as important pre-requisite for membership of the national group: 88 per cent said that respect that for the laws and institutions of their country was fairly or very important for being of that nationality. [2] What Table 1 demonstrates is that it is more sensible to talk of ethnic nationalism in addition to civic nationalism, rather than ethnic nationalism as opposed to civic nationalism. The vast majority of respondents in our sample are civic nationalists, at least in terms of regarding acceptance of their nation's laws and institutions as essential to becoming a member of the nation, but some are additionally ethnic nationalists. These individuals are in effect arguing that the civic ideal is not sufficient -those who accept a nation's laws still do not belong to that nation if they do not share in the nation's heritage. This has implications for how we might want to model nationalist beliefs. As there is relatively little variation in the emphasis placed on the core "civic" item of obedience to the laws and institutions of the nation, we focus instead on the core "ethnic" nationalist statement, about ancestry, and see how this varies by individuals, and, when aggregated, by countries. This avoids the ambiguities and measurement difficulties that Reeskens and Hooghe identify while retaining the empirically grounded focus on the distinction between "civic" nationalists and "civic and ethnic" nationalists.
2.6
Theory and hypotheses
Economic development
3.1 Many theorists have pointed to the processes of economic and social development associated with the industrial revolution as a key to understanding the forging of national identities. Different theorists have emphasised different aspects of this process: the development of transport links connecting all areas of a national territory and the rise of "print capitalism" encouraging communication between them in a standardised written language (Anderson 1983) ; the movement of masses from farm to factory pressed together groups with no previous contact, helping to create a new, more homogenous urban dominated cultures which are then used to integrate citizens in more fluid, dynamic modern societies (Gellner 1983) ; and the growing power of a coercive centralised state through the expansion of bureaucratic, military and surveillance institutions, providing intensive, uniform administration of state rule across a territory (Tilly 1975; Giddens 1987) . All these accounts emphasise that the growth of new economic and social structures associated with the rise of capitalist industrialised economies generated new cultural and ideological tools for legitimating the state, which generally take the form of a politically focussed civic nationalism.
3.2
Related to this is Kohn's argument, revived by Anthony Smith (Smith 1995 p71-84) , that the size of the middle class at the time of nationalist movement emergence is crucial to the character of the movement. Nationalist movements mobilising in more economically advanced countries with a large educated bourgeoisie tend to be like that bourgeoisie -moderate, civic-minded and politically focussed, whereas nationalisms emerging in areas with no established bourgeoisie tend to be fostered by a small intelligentsia and targeted at a large, uneducated peasantry. As a result, they are "authoritarian, mystical and 'organic'" (Smith 1995 p75) . Hobsbawm makes a similar point, contrasting the nationalist movements in 19th century industrialising nations, which were "typically unificatory as well as emancipatory" with more recent nationalisms emerging in economically less developed regions, which he describes as "reactions of weakness and fear, attempts to erect barricades to keep at bay the forces of the modern world" (Hobsbawm 1990 p164) . Gellner (1983) similarly points to the important effects of uneven economic development on nationalism in culturally diverse empires -rapid economic progress benefits the ruling urban cultures concentrated in the industrialising cities of the empire, while leaving behind the agrarian cultures in its rural fringes. While the former group will favour inclusive civic forms of nationalism to hold together the empire they dominate, the latter group will turn to ethnic nationalism as an outlet for expressing and mobilising their grievances and seeking redress through recognition, or secession. Hearn (2006) has criticised these accounts for assuming that nationalism is the product of a particular historical stage in economic and social development, and neglecting the possibility that nationalist beliefs may continue to respond to contemporary social and economic change. Hearn points out how the forces of economic and social integration which freed individuals from traditional social roles and, on the modernisation account, helped generate nationalist movements, have continued to alter the governance capacity of nation-states and the level of integration across borders through to the present day (Hearn 2006 p 104-6) . We may therefore expect continued change in the nature of nationalism in response to these forces (Mann 1996) . In particular, we expect that as countries, and individuals within those countries, become more prosperous and economically integrated, their attachment to ethnic nationalist ideas which tie national membership to a particular culture and heritage will lose their appeal.
Jonathan
3.4
The common point in these arguments is that the processes of economic and social integration associated with modernisation -industrialisation, urbanisation, the development of transport and communications infrastructure -play a crucial role in shaping nationalist ideas. We aim to test this argument in four different contexts. At the individual level, we expect that factors which are likely to be associated with greater access to modern transport and communications infrastructure and exposure to other societies will be associated with a lower support for ancestry as a measure of national identity. The particular factors we focus on are education and social class. Highly educated individuals are more likely to be exposed to the cultures and traditions of other countries, which should reduce their attachment to an ethnic sense of national identity. Education may also be important for a second reason. A large literature on cognitive sophistication (McCrone and Surridge 1998; Day and Thompson 2004, ch.9 and conclusion) has argued that better-educated individuals tend to become more cosmopolitan, identifying with larger and more varied groups, especially groups outside the nation. [3] Those with professional or middle class jobs are also more likely to be exposed to a wider range of cultures and to experience benefits from international economic integration.
3.5
The national context in which individuals are located is likely to also exert an influence. The well documented processes of growing global economic integration over the past three decades (Day and Thompson 2004, ch. 9; Holton 1998; Smith 1995) may change the way nations view themselves. Rising international trade, and growing economic and cultural integration among more developed countries, should reduce the importance of ethno-national identities (Dogan 1994; Hobsbawm 1990, ch. 6 ), creating "a world which can no longer be contained within the limits of 'nations'…either politically, or economically, or culturally, or even linguistically." (Hobsbawm 1990, p182) . Those in more economically developed societies, who have experienced far greater social and economic integration with other nations through modern transport, trade and communications networks, should therefore be less attached to a sense of nationhood which emphasises ancestral roots.
3.6
The present day economic context may not be the only relevant one to consider. Since the pioneering work of Karl Mannheim (Mannheim, 1952 ) on generational differences, sociologists have argued persuasively that many core social and political values are mainly shaped during a "socialisation period" during adolescence and early adulthood, and remain relatively fixed thereafter (Inglehart 1997; Tilley 2001 Tilley , 2005 Ford 2008) . It is certainly plausible to argue individuals' beliefs about national identity could be similarly shaped by socialisation processes, and indeed large generational differences have been identified in British national identity beliefs (Tilley, Exley and Heath, 2004) . We therefore hypothesise that the economic conditions prevalent in a respondent's youth will also have a lasting impact on their national identity beliefs, resulting in generational differences in attitudes which reflect the pattern of economic development within each society.
3.7
While contemporary economic development may be important, one clear implication of the arguments made by modernisation theorists is that economic development during the early period when national movements first mobilised can exercise a lasting impact on the form of nationalism which operates in a particular state. The effects of conditions when a nation was first founded, or when nationalist movements first mobilised in an existing state, may have a lasting influence on institutions, culture and elite behaviour, as well as the symbols and mythology of the national narrative. Once institutionalized in this way, these particular foundational conditions may continue to shape how a nation sees itself right through to the present day. Our expectation is thus that countries which were more economically developed at the point either of independence or when nationalism first became a serious force in an existing state will place less emphasis on the ethnic criterion of ancestry than countries that were relatively less modernised at this point.
Ethnic division
3.8
The second overarching factor we consider in depth is ethnic division. The core idea is that the presence of divisions based on ethnic or cultural differences between the majority national group and minorities living in the same nation-state will have an important effect on national identity beliefs. In many of the contemporary societies of our sample, the most salient source of such ethnic division in recent decades has been mass migration. Many previously ethnically homogenous nations, particularly in Western Europe, now find themselves with large and diverse ethnic minority populations as a result of large inflows of migrants from across the world. Nations whose traditional identities were formed in an era of relative ethnic and cultural homogeneity now face the reality of rapidly diversifying populations.
3.9
Ethnic diversity may influence conceptions of citizenship at the individual level, through differences in the attitudes of immigrant minorities themselves, and at the national and cohort level, through their impact on the national identity attachments of majority group members. New immigrant minorities are unlikely to find much appeal in ethnically derived conceptions of citizenship that will exclude them from the national group, and will therefore tend to more civic conceptions of the national community which will enable them to join as full members. At the national level, governments seeking to integrate such minorities will emphasise more inclusive, civic definitions of national group membership. As immigrant minorities become more established, a growing section of the majority group population will also have regular contact with immigrant minorities, which should lead to greater acceptance of these groups as part of the national group (McLaren 2003) . [4] 3.10 The effects of contextual diversity during socialisation may also have a lasting impact on attitudes to immigrant minorities. Those who grow up during the first wave of mass migration to a country will be the first to experience migration generated diversity as a normal part of the society they live in. Their children will in turn be the first to grow up with the immigrant "second generation" -people born and raised in their country, but in households steeped in the different culture and traditions of the migrant homeland. We hypothesise that those growing up in a more diverse context will be more accepting of diversity (Ford 2008) and will therefore express less support for the ancestry measure of national identity, which would exclude migrant minorities from national group membership.
3.11
Ethnic division during a nation's early formative period may also exercise a lasting impact, although the dynamic here is somewhat different. Instead of immigration generating increased diversity in states whose borders are largely fixed, ethnic division in the early period of nationalist movements has principally concerned relationships with existing state institutions. Kohn (1944) emphasised the key distinction between territories where the institutions and the borders of the state were largely in place before the emergence of nationalist ideas, and where nationalism subsequently served as a legitimating device, and territories where emergent nationalist movements mobilized in protest against the existing state pattern and sought to change it. Breuilly (1993) similarly points out the central distinction between nationalist movements seeking to separate from another state, those seeking to unify disparate areas into a larger state, and those seeking to reform the existing state they find themselves within. Brubaker (1996) also highlights the importance of the configuration of state and ethnic group arrangements, contrasting "nationalising nationalisms" where a numerically dominant ethnocultural group looks to consolidate its hold on state power; "homeland nationalisms" where a dominant ethnocultural group in one state seeks to protect group members who are marginalized minorities in other states and "minority nationalisms" in which marginalised minority groups seek statehood or other forms of recognition to protect their interests.
3.12
All of these accounts agree on a central premise: nationalist movements that have sought to mobilise the people within a territory against its existing rulers are very different to those movements that emerged to consolidate and support the existing power structure. Secessionist nationalist movements will tend to emphasize the strength of cultural and ethnic differences between rulers and ruled to support their arguments for independence; whereas centralising nationalist movements will conversely seek to emphasise shared values and attachments between diverse citizens forged through their loyalty to a common central state, particularly if, as in cases like Britain, Spain, or 19th century France (Weber 1976) the central state encompasses territories with distinct identities and traditions. Such differences in the political context in which a nation emerged may have a lasting impact as early nationalist ideologies become reinforced and institutionalised after independence. We hypothesise that both foundational circumstances and the presence of violence could be significant. Secessionist nationalist movements based on pressuring for a change in state boundaries will tend to produce a more strongly ethnic national identity. If the movement is violent, we expect the consequent pattern of nationalism will be more ethnic still, as conflict will polarize the attitudes of the seceding group and harden the boundaries it draws between itself and the ruling ethnic group.
Analysis
Data and measures
http://www.socresonline.org.uk/16/4/8.html
4.1
The data we use comes from the 'National Identity II' module of the International Social Survey Programme (ISSP) surveys, which were conducted in 2003. A total of 32 countries conducted the module as part of national sample surveys. [5] These 32 countries represent a reasonable spread of mostly advanced industrial societies. As part of the 2003 ISSP a specific battery of questions was asked to try and tap into ideas of civic and ethnic national identity. Respondents were asked the following questions:
Some people say that the following things are important for being truly [your nationality]. Others say that they are not important. How important do you think each of the following is [Very important/ Fairly important/ Not very important/ Not important at all/ Can't choose]: a) To have been born in [your nation]. b) To have [your national] citizenship. c) To have lived in [your nation]. d) To be able to speak [your national language]. e) To be a [your national religion]. f) To respect [your nation]'s political institutions and laws. g) To feel [your nationality]. h) To have [your national] ancestry.
4.2
We focus on the ancestry question from this battery, which is strongly associated in all national samples with an "ethnic" conception of national identity, and also shows considerable variation between different nations. As Table 2 suggests, there is a great deal of variation in this core measure, both within countries and between countries. Table 2 ranks the countries by their mean scores on the ancestry item, where 'very important' has been coded 4, 'fairly important' 3, 'not very important' 2 and 'not at all important' 1. There are both large variations within countries as to the type of national identity that individuals hold (with an overall standard deviation of over 1 on our four point ancestry question), and considerable variation across countries as to the mean score. Indeed, the cross-national variation displayed in Table 2 is not dissimilar to our expectations about the effects of modernisation and ethnic division. The poorer countries in our sample -such as Venezuela, the Philippines and Poland -tend to cluster at the top of the table while richer countries such as Switzerland, Canada and Sweden cluster at the bottom. The countries near the top of the table tend also to be countries which have not experienced large scale migration (for example Japan), while those at the bottom include countries such as Canada and Switzerland which have experienced very large migration inflows. Table 2 . Countries ranked by their mean score for the ancestry question
Explaining differences in national identity
4.3 The central task of this paper is to explain why some people, and therefore some countries, choose to use the ethnic criterion of ancestry as an important part of their national identity. As discussed, in terms of the important causes of difference we focus here on foundational context, in terms of historic economic development and ethnic division, and current context in terms of contemporary economic development and ethnic diversity caused by immigration. The effect of both is likely to be a dual process. On the one hand factors common to individuals across countries are likely to influence the perceived importance of ancestry. On the other hand it also seems likely that shared context within a particular country is likely to have large effects on national identity, although the relevant context may be the conditions prevalent when cohorts come of age as much as present conditions. In order to successfully model national identity using both individual-level variables and country-level variables, we specify a hierarchical model by introducing random intercept coefficients, which explicitly takes account of the two level (country and individual) nature of the data. [6] Hierarchical models correct for the dependence of observations within countries (intra-class correlation) and make adjustments to both within and between parameter estimates for the clustered nature of the data (Raudenbush and Bryk 2002; Snijders and Bosker 1999) . We use linear models here, treating the ancestry question responses as interval level data. [7] 4.4 In terms of measuring the contextual independent variables, we use two measures of economic development. The first is a measure of GDP per capita (adjusted for purchasing power parities) in the survey year (2003) . The second is a measure of GDP at the time of national foundation, derived from the estimates developed by economist Angus Maddison (Maddison 2001) . This allows us to test the hypothesis that the economic development of a society at foundation has lasting effects on the kind of national identity it develops. The national founding date is defined as the first year of independent government, or 1800 for countries that existed earlier than this date. [8] A scale from 1-3 is employed. Countries with "high" GDP were more affluent than the regional average when they were founded and are coded 3, "medium" GDP refers to countries that were around the regional average for economic development at founding and are coded 2, while "low" GDP refers to countries that were economically backward relative to the regional average at foundation and are coded 1. [9] 4.5 In terms of ethnic diversity, we again use two measures at the national level. For changes due to immigration, we use data from the PISA project, an international survey of school children carried out by the OECD [10] , which includes questions about the parental national background of 16 year old schoolchildren. We use the proportion of children with a parent born abroad as measure of the size of second generation migrant descended minorities. For the two countries from our sample which were not included in the PISA project [11] , we estimate the proportion of second generation migrants directly from the survey, using the proportion of respondents who report having migrant parents. [12] For founding circumstances, a categorical measure based upon historical data was used. Countries which could be considered before 1800 to be established states with stable boundaries form one category (for example France and Britain); countries whose founding circumstances involved some form of largely non-violent secession or unification form a second category (for example New Zealand or Germany); and finally countries based on a violent secession or unification movement make up the third category (for example Ireland or Poland). The first of these, coterminous nation-states at founding, is the reference category with the other two categories included as dummy variables.
4.6
At the individual level, we have categorical measures of education and social class to examine the process of modernization for individual citizens; and a categorical variable for immigrant background. Education is measured using three categories: degree holders, those with secondary school qualifications and those below this level. Class is based on occupation [13] (or spouse's occupation for those with no job), and is divided into six categories: working class; no occupation/unclassifiable; foremen and technicians; the self-employed; lower service class; and upper service class. Immigrant background is measured a simple dummy variable measuring whether respondents have a foreign born parent. A control is also included for gender. We also include a measure of birth cohort in our models to test whether there is any overall pattern of generational change in attitudes in our sample.
4.7
To test the impact of immigration during socialisation on subsequent attitudes we divide our respondents into three categories -those who grew up before migration began, those who grew up during the "first generation" period when immigrants first settled, and those who grew up during the "second generation" period when the native born children of migrants begin to come of age. The first generation period begin when large numbers of migrants first begin to settle in a country, and the second generation period begins 18 years after this point. A country's level of development during socialisation is measured using historical GDP per capita figures compiled by Angus Maddison (Maddison 2001) . As the accuracy of such figures will inevitably vary between countries and over time, we reduce them into a series of broad categories, with each successive category representing a 50% increase in GDP per capital over the previous one. Table 3 . Multilevel models predicting ancestry as a condition of national identity: contemporary context and founding conditions 4.8 Model 1 of Table 3 shows the impact of the individual level factors upon support for the ancestry measure of ethnic nationalism. As expected, members of the service class and the more educated tend to show less support for ethnic nationalism. Those without parents who were citizens are also much less likely to support an ethnic conception of national identity, which is more likely to exclude them from the national in-group. We also find some initial evidence that generational differences may be important: support for the ancestry measure we employ declines in almost linear fashion as we move from older to younger cohorts.
4.9
While the effects of education and citizenship fit with our expectations, these individual-level factors leave much of the country level variation unexplained. As the R 2 values show, only seven per cent of the variance between countries is explained by compositional differences. Model 2 adds in the two socialisation variables measuring levels of economic development and ethnic diversity when respondents were growing up. We find robust evidence for socialisation effects. Both GDP levels and immigration conditions during socialisation have a highly significant correlation with national identity beliefs. Those who grow up in more prosperous economic conditions, and in societies where mass migration has already begun, are less likely to support ancestry as a measure of identity. Controlling for socialisation conditions greatly reduces the size of the overall cohort coefficients, particularly for the youngest cohorts, suggesting that the lower support for ethnic national identity among the young may be in large part the result of growing up in more prosperous, economically integrated and ethnically diverse societies. Once socialisation effects are included, the between countries R squared measure rises to 39 per cent, indicating that a large portion of the differences between nation can be accounted for by differences in the socialisation conditions their citizens experienced.
4.10 Model 3 adds in national level measures of contemporary GDP and immigrant minority size. These variables have a significant impact, with the R 2 figure for differences between nations rising to 57 per cent. The effect of current economic development is both statistically significant and substantively large -a one standard deviation increase in log GDP reduces support for the ancestry measure of national identity by as much as middle class membership at the individual level. There is no robust evidence that current ethnic diversity exerts an effect, however. Model 4 adds in historical measures of relative GDP and founding circumstances. We do not find any evidence that either has a robust impact on current national identity beliefs, suggesting that lasting differences between countries do not seem to have resulted from these differences in their early social and economic conditions, at least on these admittedly crude measures.
4.11
While more distant history does not seem to have left a lasting imprint on the nations of our sample, more recent developments have left their mark through the mechanism of socialisation. New generations socialised into economically modernised and ethnically diverse societies progressively abandon the attachment to ancestry as a measure of national identity favoured by their parents and grandparents. The effects are illustrated in Figure 1 , which compares the generational distribution of predicted ancestry scores in two idealised nations. Nation 1 fits the profile seen in countries such as the Philippines: it is currently poor, and has experienced low growth in per capita income and has not yet experienced an influx of immigrants. Nation 2 fits the profile seen in countries such as Germany: it is currently rich, but older cohorts grew up in much poorer circumstances, and it experienced a wave of migration which began during the 1960s. Support for the ancestry measure is consistently higher in Nation 1, reflecting its relative poverty, and also shows only a small decline from one generation to the next. In Nation 2, which has a rapidly growing economy and from 1960 a diversifying society, there is a rapid decline in support for the ancestry measure as we move from older to younger cohorts, with a difference of nearly one point on the four point scale between the oldest and youngest cohorts. The oldest generations in the two countries have similar attitudes, but the younger cohorts are very different: younger people in Nation 1 continue to rate ancestry as important while younger citizens in Nation 1 have abandoned it. Table 4 . These scores refer to a working class man with a medium level of education with parents that are both citizens of his country. Country 1 has current GDP 1 standard deviation below the sample average, and had GDP per capital below $4,500 until 1960, and then below $7,500 until the present day. Country 1 has not experienced a major wave of immigration Country 2 has current GDP 1 standard deviation above the sample average, and had GDP per capita below $4, 500 until 1946, below $7,000 until 1953, below $10,500 until 1960, and below $16,000 until 1974 . GDP per capita is above $16,000, the highest category, thereafter. Mass immigration to country 2 began in 1960, and so those coming of age after 1978 are socialised into the second post migration generation.
4.12
Our individual and national level predictors, principally the economic development variables, explain the majority of the considerable variance in ethnic nationalist attitudes between countries. This is illustrated by Figure 2 , which plots the relationship between the actual mean scores of ethnic nationalism for each country against our predicted values from model 3. Most of the country predictions fall quite close to the 45 degree line, indicating a relatively low overall level of error, although there are some noteable outliers. We might note citizens in Ireland, Japan and the US place greater emphasis on ancestry than our model predicts, while citizens in Slovakia, Sweden and the Netherlands score lower on the ancestry measure than our model would lead us to expect. Nonetheless, the model performs very well in predicting country level differences given the relatively small number of predictors included to explain these. .1 This paper set out to examine why nations, and individuals within these nations, vary in the emphasis they place on ancestry as a relevant measure of national group membership. We focussed on this measure as it is the strongest and most consistent measure of "ethnic" nationalism for the countries in our sample. We hypothesised that economic development and ethnic diversity would be centrally important predictors of such ethnic nationalism, operating at the individual level, through cohort socialisation, through contemporary national conditions and as a legacy of the historical conditions in countries when nationalist movement first got underway.
5.2
At the individual level, we did indeed find evidence that the more economically secure and highly educated sections of society attach less importance to ancestry as a criterion for national group membership, as do those with immigrant heritage. Put simply, those whose work, family and friendship networks increasingly cross borders effortlessly no longer see the relevance of deep ancestral roots as a measure for deciding belongs to their nation. Similarly, the growing population of citizens whose family history or personal experience involves moving from one nation to settle in another are not willing to support a criterion for national membership which would exclude them.
5.3
We find that these individual differences, though important, cannot account for most of the large variations in ethnic nationalism between our countries. Two other factors seem to account for most of these differences. The first is contemporary prosperity. Those who live in richer countries seem to be consistently less willing to support ancestry as a condition for national group membership. As we use a highly aggregated measure of economic circumstances, GDP per capita, we cannot be sure which aspects of the modernisation process are driving this relationship, but the evidence does suggest a robust relationship between economic development and ethnic nationalism. Future research should look to disaggregate this relationship further.
5.4
The second key factor we have identified is the conditions prevalent when respondents are growing up.
We observe large generational differences in the nationalist beliefs of our sample, and these are strongly related to the economic and social conditions prevalent when respondents were growing up. Those who grow up during periods when a country was poorer are consistently more likely to emphasise ancestry as a factor in national identity, but once GDP per capita rises above a certain threshold, ancestry becomes consistently less relevant as conditions during socialisation become more prosperous. Those who grew up in societies which have not experienced any significant wave of migration place greater emphasis on ancestry than those who grow up during the onset of migration, who in turn place greater emphasis on ancestry than those who grow up with the children of migrants.
5.5
Both findings suggest that the recent histories of nations have a lasting effect on the nationalist attachments of their citizens. Older citizens in countries which have developed or diversified rapidly will retain ethnic feelings of nationalism shaped by the poorer, more homogenous societies in which their values and attitudes were formed. As a result, patterns of national attachment in the aggregate will respond very slowly to social change, as new generations with values forged in a different kind of society gradually replace older ones. This raises the possibility of political conflict between generations with very different understandings of what national membership means.
5.6
While we have found recent national history exercises a strong effect on the nationalist affiliations of citizens, we did not find any evidence that more distant historical conditions have any such effect. Neither levels of prosperity in the early period of nationalism, nor the manner in which nations came into being, seem to have any robust correlation with the current views of citizens. While our measures of such historical conditions are of course limited, and it is quite possible that alternative, more nuanced measures would produce different results, we may tentatively conclude that we cannot trace differences in national affiliations among citizens to differences in the formative conditions of their nations. This does not mean that such historical factors have no lasting influence on nationalism; they may for example have a lasting influence on the symbolic, institutional and legal expressions of nationalism. However, it does suggest that contemporary nationalist affiliations among the mass public may be primarily shaped by current circumstances rather than long standing traditions.
Appendix: Replication of table 3 regression models using ordered logistic regression Notes 1 We should note that the terminology used to describe this type of nationalism is more contested than that associated with civic nationalism. Nieguth (1999) argues for a more complex typology particularly with regard to what ethnic and cultural nationalism mean, and Shulman (2002) separates the civic, cultural and ethnic components of national identity in his study comparing the nationalisms of East and West. Nonetheless as we concentrate on the clearest 'ethnic' element of nationalism, ancestry, we would argue that the division between cultural, ethnic and civic nationalism issue is less relevant to our study.
2 Similarly high numbers of people thought that the other possible civic items were important: 89 per cent saying that 'feeling' part of their nationality was fairly or very important, and also 89 per cent saying that speaking the national language was fairly or very important.
3 There are some opposing arguments to this consensus. Smith (1995) takes almost the opposite view, arguing that the ability to develop and maintain networks of communication over vast distances may help to develop and maintain ethnic and cultural identities, and foster the development of smaller, newer ethnic loyalties (Smith 1995, p 25-8) . 4 Although we recognise this is not completely clear cut as immigration may potentially also encourage greater emphasis on ethnically-based conceptions of nationalism amongst the majority group population, perhaps particularly if migrant minorities are regarded as a threatening source of economic competition or social and cultural problems (Triandafyllidou, 1998; Kunovich, 2006) . 5 In fact 34 in total, but Bulgaria and Latvia are missing the dependent variable in our analyses.
6 It could be argued that a random effects model is inappropriate in this case, since our 32 countries cannot be regarded as a sample of a population. We would argue that since we want to come to general conclusions about the effect of contextual variables, our selection of countries can be seen as a sample of a larger hypothetical population of countries, and our modelling choice is therefore justifiable.
7 Strictly speaking it is of course ordinal, but we use linear models here to give easily interpretable coefficients and aid explanation. The non-linear function used in an ordinal regression means that the predicted effects of individual independent variables depend on the values assigned to other variables. This makes interpretation of findings more complex and in particular makes graphical display of predicted effects more difficult. We therefore present findings from a linear regression model in the main text.
Replication of all models here with ordinal logit hierarchical models gives essentially the same results, with the substantive significance of the main findings unchanged. A full table of ordered logistic regression results, calculated using the GLAMM programme in STATA, is included in the Appendix.
